Washington 

newsletter 


FCNL 

FRIENDS  COMMITTEE  ON  NATIONAL  LEGISLATION -245  SECOND  ST.,  N.E.  WASHINGTON,  D.C.  20002 


APRIL  1971 
NO.  325 


APPROACHES  TO  PROBLEMS  OF  POVERTY,  JOBS,  HEALTH 


BY  DIANE  EDWARDS  LA  VOY 

What  accounts  for  the  interest  with 
which  Congress,  the  administration, 
state  and  local  governments  and  sev¬ 
eral  nationwide  industries  are  pro¬ 
posing  approaches  to  problems  of 
poverty,  unemployment,  health  care 
and  child  development? 

First,  the  plight  of  state  and  local 
treasuries  has  increased  the  demand  for 
federal  relief,  whether  it  comes  in  the 
form  of  welfare  reform,  federally  fi¬ 
nanced  public  service  employment,  or 
unrestricted  funds.  The  administration 
has  responded  to  the  demands  for  re¬ 
lief  by  developing  proposals  for  "gen¬ 
eral  revenue  sharing"  ($5  billion  to  be 
spent  as  local  governments  determine) 
and  "special  revenue  sharing"  ($11  bil¬ 
lion  drawn  from  present  federal  grant 
programs  to  be  spent  by  local  units  in 
areas  such  as  law  enforcement  and 
manpower  training). 

Second,  high  unemployment  rates 
(7.6%  unemployed  in  poverty  neigh¬ 
borhoods  in  1970;  5.5%  in  1969)  have 
helped  to  increase  the  number  of  people 
needing  public  assistance  (8.3  million 
under  Aid  to  Families  with  Dependent 
Children  in  1970;  6.6  million  in  1969). 
Meanwhile,  inflation  has  shrunk  the 
earnings  of  many  taxpayers.  Members 
of  Congress  respond  by  developing 
new  income,  manpower  and  child  care 
proposals  designed  to  "get  people  off 
welfare",  even  at  the  expense  of  hu¬ 
man  decency.  Congressional  concern 
about  poverty  is  dominated  by  the 
desire  to  catch  welfare  and  food  stamp 
cheaters  and  to  make  the  "lazy  poor" 
work.  Myths  rather  than  facts  underlie 
these  attitudes,  as  there  is  propor¬ 
tionately  less  "cheating"  among  re¬ 
cipients  of  public  assistance  than  among 
filers  of  income  tax  returns;  less  than 
1%  of  welfare  recipients  are  able-bodied 
men;  and  reliable  tests  show  that  the 
poor  want,  as  much  as  any  group, 
to  work. 


“Nongense  —  Our  Programs  Have  Taken  Care 
Of  AU  That” 


A  third  factor  helps  bring  about 
serious  consideration  of  a  national 
health  care  system  and  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  child  care  program.  This  is  the 
recognition  that  problems  which  have 
long  afflicted  the  poor,  especially  in 
rural  and  inner  city  areas,  now  threaten 
middle  income  people  as  well.  The 
exorbitant  cost  of  medical  care,  its  in¬ 
accessibility  in  certain  areas,  and  the 
inadequacy  of  private  health  insurance 
have  led  both  consumers  and  some 
providers  of  care  to  demand  substan¬ 
tial  government  involvement.  Like¬ 
wise,  the  increasing  number  of  working 
wives  (18  million  in  1969;  9  million  in 
1950)  has  awakened  many  to  the  need 
for  good,  moderately  priced  child  care 
—  far  better  than  the  inadequate  "day 
care"  now  sometimes  available  for  the 
poor. 

Since  Senate  action  in  March  cleared 
the  way  for  passage  of  a  Social  Se¬ 
curity  rise,  the  House  Ways  &  Means 


Cmte.  has  been  free  to  concentrate  on 
the  welfare  aspects  of  HRl,  the  Social 
Security  package  which  includes  last 
year's  House-passed  Family  Assistance 
Plan  (FAP).  Under  the  leadership  of 
Rep.  Wilbur  Mills,  Ark.  the  Com¬ 
mittee  is  expected  rapidly  to  report  out 
an  amended  HRl.  The  bill  will  un¬ 
doubtedly  provide  relief  for  some  state 
and  local  treasuries,  but  it  will  prob¬ 
ably  set  benefits  even  below  those  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Administration’s  FAP 
last  year  and  may  include  features 
which  jeopardize  the  rights  and  dignity 
of  the  poor.  An  alternative  FAP  has 
been  framed  by  church,  civil  rights, 
service  and  civic  groups.  This  bill 
would  extend  coverage,  improve  ad¬ 
ministration  and  raise  benefit  levels  to 
adequacy  ($3600  for  a  family  of  four 
in  1972;  by  1976,  100%  of  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics'  Lower  Living  Stand¬ 
ard  consumption  component  for  that 
year). 

Efforts  are  being  made  to  show  that 
many  states— particularly  in  the  heav¬ 
ily  populated  areas  suffering  the  high¬ 
est  rises  in  welfare  costs— would  benefit 
under  such  an  alternative  bill.  Further¬ 
more,  as  Mills  himself  has  noted,  the 
fact  that  President  Nixon  has  proposed 
$5  billion  in  "new  monies”  for  general 
revenue  sharing  indicates  that  substan¬ 
tial  federalization  of  welfare  would  be 
financially  feasible. 

The  need  for  manpower  training 
and  employment  legislation  is  as  urgent 
this  year  as  last  when  the  Employment 
and  Training  Opportunities  Act  was 
passed  by  Congress  and  then  vetoed 
by  the  President  on  Dec.  21.  Dr.  Walter 
W.  Heller,  former  chairman  of  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  said  in 
his  Feb.  1  testimony  before  the  Joint 
Economic  Cmte:  "The  unemployment 
rate  which  we  have  now  may  still  rise 
and  it  may  be  early  1972  before  we 
find  the  unemployment  rate  getting 
down  below  5  1/2%. " 
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Imminent  passage  of  an  Emergency 
Employment  Bill  (S.31)  was  expected 
in  the  Senate  as  this  Newsletter  went 
to  press,  and  similar  legislation 
(HR3613,  HR17,  and  HR39)  was  being 
studied  by  the  House  Select  Cmte.  on 
Labor.  S31  would  authorize  up  to  $1 
billion  a  year  to  hire  the  jobless  for 
“vital,  necessary  work"  in  state  and 
local  agencies.  Triggered  by  high  un¬ 
employment  rates,  it  could  create  up 
to  200,000  new  jobs.  It  is  seen  as  a 
needed  stopgap  measure  to  provide  job 
opportunities  in  the  growing  public 
sector  immediately,  pending  passage 
(and  Presidential  approval)  of  a  com¬ 
prehensive  public  service  and  man¬ 
power  training  bill  by  the  end  of  this 
year.  Mayors  and  governors  testified 
in  both  houses  to  the  need  to  combat 
local  unemployment  and  to  provide 
additional  manpower  for  needed 
services. 

The  Administration's  proposal  for 
manpower  revenue  sharing,  introduced 
March  16  as  HR6181  and  S1243  prom¬ 
ises  some  relief  to  local  governments 
providing  block  grants  which  they 
could  spend  on  manpower  as  they  saw 
fit.  These  block  grants  would  in  large 
part  be  made  at  the  expense  of  current 
manpower  programs  such  as  Job  Corps, 
which  would  then  be  funded  — or  abol- 
lished  — at  the  local  level. 

Child  care  hearings  were  held  in 
1969  and  several  bills  were  introduced 
throughout  the  91st  Congress,  but  it 
was  not  until  welfare  reform  gained 
the  spotlight  that  action  on  a  full-scale 
child  care  program  seemed  imminent. 
Proponents  of  work-oriented  welfare 
saw  day  care  as  a  way  to  oblige  mothers 
to  take  jobs.  As  a  result.  Sen.  Long’s 
(La.)  “Child  Care  Corp.”  bill  was  at¬ 
tached  to  the  FAP  in  the  Senate  Finance 
Cmte.  Although  that  provision  was 
voted  down  before  the  end  of  the  last 
session,  a  similar  program  may  now 
be  incorporated  into  HRl  by  the  House 
Ways  &  Means  Committee. 

Such  a  program  is  designed  primarily 
to  get  parents  to  work,  rather  than  to 
meet  children’s  educational,  health  and 
nutritional  needs.  Poor  children  would 
be  included  only  if  the  state  welfare 
agency  decided  that  their  parents 
needed  such  services  in  order  to  accept 
work  or  training.  Community  involve¬ 
ment  would  be  discouraged,  if  not  pre¬ 
vented,  and  standards  for  child  care 
centers  would  regulate  little  more  than 
the  physical  surrounding. 

Alarmed  by  this  sort  of  bill,  a  broad 
coalition  of  child  welfare  organiza- 


Personality  Profile.  .  . 

. . .  William  G.  Lunsford 

The  FCNL  announces  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  William  G.  Lunsford  as 
Legislative  Representative  work¬ 
ing  primarily  in  the  area  of  hu¬ 
man  rights.  Lunsford,  a  candidate 
from  Baltimore 
for  the  House  of 
Delegates  of  the 
Maryland  Legis¬ 
lature  in  1970, 
succeeds  Edward 
T.  Anderson, 
who  resigned  to 
take  a  position 
with  Common  tunrfoH 
Cause.  Lunsford,  former  Mary¬ 
land  Chairman  of  the  New  Dem¬ 
ocratic  Coalition,  says  his  new 
job  will  put  him  "in  a  better 
position  to  forward  concerns  for 
the  poverty-stricken  people  of 
the  nation." 


tions  and  church  and  civic  groups,  has 
united  behind  a  proposal  to  be  intro¬ 
duced  by  Sen.  Walter  Mondale,  Minn., 
and  Rep.  John  Brademas,  Ind.  Like  two 
Senate  bills  (Bayh’s  S530  and  Javits’ 
S706),  the  coalition’s  proposal  would 
provide  comprehensive  care  through 
various  sorts  of  programs  run  by  com¬ 
munity  councils.  It  is  intended  to  guar¬ 
antee  the  full  participation  of  the  poor, 
minorities,  and  migrants.  It  is  probable 
that  through  the  work  of  Mondale's 
new  Subcommittee  on  Children  and 
Youth,  supporters  of  S530,  S706  and 
the  coalition’s  proposal  will  unite  be¬ 
hind  one  good  child  care  bill.  There 
would  be  no  chance  for  passage  of  such 
a  bill,  however,  if  a  "Child  Care  Cor¬ 
poration"  is  passed  as  part  of  FAP. 

Continued  existence  of  the  Office  of 
Economic  Opportunity  (OEO)  as  a 
federal  anti-poverty  agency  based  on 
community  self-help  has  come  into 
serious  question.  Although  the  admin¬ 
istration  has  requested  a  2-year  exten¬ 
sion  of  OEO,  it  intends  only  temporary 
existence  within  OEO  of  community 
action  agencies,  Indian  and  migrant 
programs,  medical  centers  and  VISTA 
projects.  These  and  other  operational 
programs  would  be  relegated  to  other 
federal  agencies,  and  by  January,  1973 
community  action  agencies  would  be¬ 
come  entirely  dependent  on  local  po¬ 
litical  jurisdictions  through  revenue 
sharing. 


Lack  of  strong  administration  back¬ 
ing  will  make  passage  of  the  OEO  ex¬ 
tension  difficult,  particularly  in  the 
House.  Furthermore,  groups  which 
might  be  expected  to  support  it  fully 
have  questioned  whether  it  is  worth¬ 
while  to  work  for  the  preservation  of 
OEO  if  the  administration  intends  to 
limit  its  role  to  poverty  research.  A 
large  number  of  other  concerned  groups 
recognize  that,  should  OEO  be  dis¬ 
mantled,  the  concept  of  a  "War  on 
Poverty"  would  be  considered  to  have 
been  a  failure  and  would  not  be  re¬ 
instituted  for  many  years. 

Hearings  on  OEO  extension  have  be¬ 
gun  in  both  houses,  and  will  continue 
through  April. 

Like  welfare,  employment  and  child 
care  proposals,  OEO  programs  are  un¬ 
dergoing  reappraisal  during  a  time 
when  poverty  problems  evoke  more 
resentment  than  human  concern.  Sur¬ 
vival  of  even  the  current  anti-poverty 
efforts  is  in  jeopardy.  Yet  it  may  be 
possible  for  the  pressures  exerted  by 
local  governments  for  fiscal  relief  to 
help  bring  about  true  reform  in  some, 
if  not  all  of  these  areas  of  anti-poverty 
effort. 

A  recent  conference  on  health  care 
sponsored  by  the  American  Associa¬ 
tion  of  University  Women  highlighted 
these  facts: 

•  Public  and  private  expenditures  for  health  care  will 
total  about  S70  billion  in  1971— greater  than  those  of 
any  other  nation. 

•  The  U.S.  ranks  IKih  among  industrial  countries  in 
the  life  expectancy  of  males  and  I  Ith  for  females. 

•  Poor  people  in  ike  U.S.  suffer  3  limes  more  disabling 
bean  disease,  7  times  more  visual  impairment.  S  times 
more  mental  illness,  retardation  and  nervous  disorders 
Iban  Ibe  national  average. 

•  b4%  of  poor  children  have  never  seen  a  dentist: 
M)%  have  not  had  adequate  immunization. 

•  20%  of  Americans  under  65  have  neither  hospital 
nor  surgical  insurance. 

•  Medicare  covers  only  about  45%  of  the  health  care 
costs  of  the  aged. 

a  Higb-cosI  medicine  in  ibe  U.S.  is  the  best  in  the 
worfd,  while  Iowh:osI  and  preventive  services  are 
grossly  underdeveloped. 

•  Insurance  has  provided  built-in  incentives  for  use 
of  high-cost  hospital  services  rather  than  ambulatory 
services. 

•  Exclusion  of  the  “uninsurable”  having  certain  medi¬ 
cal  conditions  leaves  the  most  vulnerable  to  fend  for 
themselves  without  protection. 

•  Hospital  charges  nave  gone  up  S0%  in  the  last  three 
years. 

•  All  of  the  countries  that  rank  ahead  of  the  U.S. 
with  respect  to  health  indices  have  a  national  health 
program  which  provides  or  finances  health  services. 

Sen.  Edward  Kennedy’s  (Mass.)  S3 
(sponsored  in  the  House  by  Rep. 
Martha  Griffiths,  Mich.)  and  Presi¬ 
dent  Nixon’s  "National  Health  Part¬ 
nership”  are  two  prominent  and  con¬ 
trasting  approaches  to  the  nation’s 
health  crisis.  Hearings  on  these  and 
other  proposals  are  being  held  in  the 
Senate  Health  Subcmte.  In  the  House, 
Chairman  Wilbur  Mills,  Ark.,  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  begin  Ways  &  Means  Cmte. 
hearings  on  health  as  soon  as  welfare 
reform  legislation  is  reported  out. 
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Draft  Opposition  Grows 


Draft  opponents  won  their  first 
skirmish  in  the  draft  repeal  fight  this 
year  when  Senate  action  was  post¬ 
poned  from  early  March  to  April.  The 
slowdown  gives  time  for  the  public  to 
write,  wire  and  visit  Senators  and 
Representatives  urging  draft  repeal. 

It  provides  needed  time  for  Members 
of  Congress  to  study  the  issue.  Ex¬ 
perience  shows  that  such  study  usually 
increases  draft  opposition. 

On  the  House  side  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Cmte.  on  March  22  approved  Pres¬ 
ident  Nixon's  request  for  a  2-year 
extension  of  the  draft.  The  Committee 
also  approved  a  substantial  military 
pay  raise  for  first  termers,  nearly 
tripling  the  President’s  bill  and  ap¬ 
proximating  the  Gates  Commission 
recommendations.  The  President  also 
was  given  authority  to  end  under¬ 
graduate  deferments  and  divinity  stu¬ 
dent  exemptions.  The  Committee  voted 
to  extend  from  2  to  3  years  the  period 
of  alternative  service  for  conscientious 
objectors.  The  bill  also  sets  a  2.6  mil- 
lion-man  average  limit  on  U.S.  armed 
forces  for  the  year  beginning  July  1, 
1971. 

In  the  Senate  a  remarkable  coalition 
is  taking  shape  — Senators  like  Hat¬ 
field,  Ore.;  Goldwater,  Ariz.;  Mc¬ 
Govern,  S.D.,  and  Mansfield,  Mont., 
have  declared  against  any  extension. 
They  have  been  joined  by  Sens.  Inouye, 
Hawaii;  Baker,  Tenn.;  Church,  Ida.; 
Proxmire,  Wis.;  Cranston,  Calif.;  Hart, 
Mich.,  and  others. 

The  growing  public  opposition  to 
the  draft  became  clear  at  Senate  hear¬ 
ings  in  February.  The  United  Church  of 
Christ,  United  Methodist  Church,  Na¬ 
tional  Council  of  Churches  and  United 
Presbyterian  Church  U.S.A.  opposed 
the  draft  as  well  as  the  ACLU,  SANE, 
and  World  Federalists.  The  only  groups 
testifying  in  favor  of  extension  were 
the  American  Legion,  Liberty  Lobby 
and  the  Reserve  Officers  and  National 
Guard  Associations. 

A  new  dimension  was  added  on 
March  5  when  the  U.S.  Catholic  Con¬ 
ference,  an  agency  of  the  Catholic 
Bishops  of  the  U.S.,  filed  a  statement 
with  the  House  Armed  Services  Cmte. 
opposing  extension  of  the  draft. 

Twelve  religious  groups  have  joined 
in  a  cooperative  effort,  "Wednesdays 
in  Washington  to  End  the  Draft  in 
1971.”  Under  this  program,  concerned 


individuals  come  to  Washington  to 
talk  with  their  Senators  and  Repre¬ 
sentatives  after  an  early  morning  brief¬ 
ing.  The  program  continues  every  Wed¬ 
nesday  until  final  Congressional  action 
on  the  draft.  Write  FCNL  for  more 
information.  (If  interested  in  more  de¬ 
tailed  discussion  of  the  draft  issues, 
send  $1.  Ask  for  "Draft  Packet.”) 

Lyle  Tatum  testified  before  both 
Senate  and  House  Committees  on  be¬ 
half  of  FCNL,  AFSC  and  Friends  Co¬ 
ordinating  Committee  on  Peace,  a  con¬ 
sultative  body  of  26  Yearly  Meetings 
and  other  Quaker  organizations.  He 
opposed  any  draft  extension  and  urged 
complete  dismantling  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  by  Dec.  31,  1971  as 
proposed  by  Sens.  Hatfield,  Ore.;  Mc¬ 
Govern,  S.D.;  Church,  Ida.;  Proxmire, 
Wis.;  Cranston,  Calif.;  and  Reps.  Ab- 
zug,  N.Y.;  Mitchell,  Md.;  Hechler, 
W.  Va.;  Koch,  N.Y.;  Chisholm,  N.Y.; 
Edwards,  Calif.;  Rosenthal,  N.Y.;  Del- 
lums,  Calif.;  Matsunaga,  Hawaii;  Clay, 
Mo.;  Harrington,  Mass.;  Collins,  Ill.; 
Conyers,  Mich.  (S.J.  Res.  20;  H.J.  Res. 
486). 

The  President's  authority  to  induct 
young  men  expires  midnight  June  30, 
1971.  Even  if  the  President's  induction 
authority  is  not  extended,  the  process 
of  registration  and  classification  and 
the  local  and  national  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  System  would  remain  in  effect  un¬ 
less  legislation  like  S.J.  Res.  20  and  H.J. 
Res.  486  is  adopted. 

The  main  issue  in  floor  debate,  how¬ 
ever,  is  expected  to  center  around 
amendments  proposing  no  extension  or 
only  a  1-year  extension. 

You  are  urged  to  write  or  wire  your 
own  Senators  or  see  them  at  home, 
especially  if  they  are  on  the  following 
list  of  Senators  who  are  not  yet  firmly 
committed  for  or  against  a  2-year 
extension:  Sparkman,  Ala.;  Gravel, 
Stevens,  Alaska;  Fannin,  Ariz.;  Ful- 
bright.  Ark.;  Tunney,  Calif.;  Dominick, 
Colo.;  Ribicoff,  Weicker,  Conn.;  Roth, 
Boggs,  Del.;  Gurney,  Chiles,  Fla.;  Gam- 
brell,  Ga.;  Fong,  Hawaii;  Jordan,  Ida.; 
Percy,  Stevenson,  Ill.;  Hartke,  Bayh, 
Ind.;  Hughes,  Miller,  la.;  Pearson,  Kan.; 
Cook,  Ky.;  Muskie,  Me.;  Mathias, 
Beall,  Md.;  Kennedy,  Brooke,  Mass.; 
Hart,  Griffin,  Mich.;  Mondale,  Hum¬ 
phrey,  Minn.;  Symington,  Eagleton, 
Mo.;  Metcalf,  Mont.;  McIntyre,  Cot¬ 
ton,  N.H.;  Case,  Williams,  N.J.;  Mon¬ 


toya,  N.M.;  Buckley,  N.Y.;  Burdick, 
N.D.;  Saxbe,  Taft,  Oh.;  Harris,  Okla.; 
Packwood,  Ore.;  Scott,  Schweiker,  Pa.; 
Pastore,  Pell,  R.L;  Brock,  Tenn.;  Moss, 
Utah;  Aiken,  Prouty,  Vt.;  Magnuson, 
Wash.;  Randolph,  Byrd,  W.  Va.;  Nel¬ 
son,  Wis. 


Your  Newsletter  subscription  provides 
other  publications  from  the  FCNL. 
Write  for  FCNL  testimonies  before 
Congressional  Committees;  informa¬ 
tion  on  specific  issues;  one  copy  of 
Register  Citizen  Opinion,  which  gives 
names,  districts,  and  Congressional 
Cmte.  assignments;  the  FCNL  State¬ 
ment  of  Legislative  Policy,  and  special 
mailings,  including  Congressional 
speeches  and  other  background  infor¬ 
mation.  You  also  can  ask  to  receive 
FCNL  Action  Bulletins  (free),  pro¬ 
viding  information  and  suggestions  for 
action  when  most  effective. 


"Commitment  to  a  clear  national  goal 
of  stabilized  population  is  urgently 
needed.  Legislative  efforts  must  focus 
on  how  to  accomplish  this  goal  as  soon 
as  possible  by  voluntary  means,”  says  a 
formal  policy  statement  on  Population 
and  Family  Planning,  approved  at  the 
FCNL  Annual  Meeting.  The  statement 
outlines  six  points  for  legislative  ac¬ 
tion.  Acknowledging  and  discussing 
briefly  the  complexities  and  disagree¬ 
ments  involved,  the  statement  urges 
"repeal  of  statutes  making  criminal  the 
performance  of  an  early  abortion  un¬ 
der  accepted  medical  safeguards.” 
(Send  15?  to  FCNL  for  the  complete 
statement). 


Legislation  to  end  the  war  is  presently 
being  held  up  in  committee.  The  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Cmte.  is  planning 
hearings  sometime  in  late  April  or 
early  May  — after  the  Easter  recess. 
The  Viet  Nam  Disengagement  Act  of 
1971  (S376)  will  be  the  major  bill  con¬ 
sidered.  There  is  no  time  set  as  to 
when  the  bill  will  be  reported  to  the 
floor.  The  House  Foreign  Affairs  Cmte. 
has  not  scheduled  any  hearings  on  the 
more  than  20  resolutions,  amendments 
and  bills  calling  for  a  limitation  in 
American  involvement  in  Southeast 
Asia.  Members  of  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Cmte.  should  be  encouraged  to  hold 
hearings  on  withdrawal  and  limitation 
legislation. 
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CBW  Protocol 

Harvard  biologist  Matthew  Meselson 
says  enough  food  to  feed  650,000 
people  for  one  year  has  been  destroyed 
on  South  Vietnam  croplands  treated 
with  herbicides  from  1962  through 
1968. 

The  administration  has  submitted 
the  Geneva  Protocol  of  1925  banning 
first  use  of  gas  and  bacteriological  war¬ 
fare  to  the  Senate  for  ratification,  but 
wants  herbicides  and  riot  control 
agents  excluded.  There  were  reports 
the  protocol  may  get  stalled  in  the 
Sen.  Foreign  Relations  Cmte.  because 
of  the  administration's  stand. 

Arthur  Kanegis,  testifying  before 
the  Committee  March  19  for  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Friends  Service  Cmte.  and  the 
FCNL,  said  ".  .  .  it  becomes  apparent 
that  the  Nixon  administration  is  in¬ 
directly  attempting  to  achieve  Senate 
approval  of  the  ongoing  violation  of 
the  Geneva  accord  by  the  administra¬ 
tion  and  the  military  in  Vietnam.  It 
is  better  for  the  Senate  to  include  tear 
gas  and  herbicides  in  the  Protocol, 
even  at  the  risk  of  administration  re¬ 
jection,  than  to  damage  currently  ex¬ 
isting  international  law  in  this  im¬ 
portant  field."  (Write  to  AFSC,  160  N. 
15th  St.,  Phila.,  Pa.,  19102  for  the 
complete  Kanegis  statement.) 

Former  Sen.  Joseph  Clark,  Pa., 
points  out  that  “85  nations,  including 
all  the  major  and  industrial  countries 
of  the  world  except  the  United  States 
have  ratified  the  Protocol.” 

McGeorge  Bundy,  a  former  Johnson 
administration  official,  says  herbi¬ 
cides  and  riot-control  agents,  seen  in 
perspective,  are  “clearly  marginal 
instruments.  The  only  reliable  way  to 
keep  chemical  warfare  off  any  future 
battlefield  is  to  keep  it  off  in  all  its 
forms.” 


WHERE  IS  REAL  WORLD? 

“Our  defense  establishment,  after  25 
years  of  the  greatest  peacetime  defense 
spending  in  our  history  seems  even  to 
have  lost  sight  of  the  real  world  which 
faces  it.  It  builds  thousands  of  mis¬ 
siles,  and  now  equips  them  with  more 
than  10,000  warheads,  in  order  to 
threaten  retaliation  on  a  Soviet  Union 
which  has  but  8  major  urban  centers,” 
said  physicist  Leonard  Rodberg  for  the 
FCNL  March  24. 

The  former  official  of  the  U.S.  Arms 
Control  and  Disarmament  Agency 
testified  before  the  House  Armed 
Services  Cmte.  on  the  $21.8  billion 
Defense  Dept,  authorization  bill 
(HR3818),  for  procurement,  research 
and  development.  Rodberg  called  for 
elimination  or  substantial  reduction 
in  several  programs:  MIRV,  Safeguard 
ABM,  Bl  Bomber,  F-14  and  F-15  fight¬ 
ers,  anti-submarine  warfare  weaponry, 
and  the  C-5A  transport  plane.  He  also 
urged  reduction  of  U.S.  military  man- 


Again  in  1971  you  will  be  able  to  help 
the  FCNL  by  new  or  renewed  subscrip¬ 
tions  to  your  favorite  popular  maga¬ 
zines  through  us.  Watch  for  a  special 
mailing  in  the  near  future.  If  you’ve 
already  received  renewal  notices,  send 
us  your  check  and  the  notice  now. 
Don’t  wait  for  the  campaign. 


Plans  are  being  made  to  revive  the 
monthly  FCNL  Memo,  giving  brief 
reports  on  the  activities  of  various  staff 
members  as  well  as  additional  informa¬ 
tion  on  some  of  the  issues.  Notify  us 
by  May  1  if  you  want  to  receive  the 
(free)  Memo. 


power  from  the  more  than  2.5  million 
projected  for  June  30, 1972  to  “perhaps 
2.0  million  this  year  and  further  in 
succeeding  years.”  (Write  to  FCNL  for 
Rodberg’s  complete  statement).  Hear¬ 
ings  are  continuing  before  the  House 
Committee  and  before  the  Senate 
Armed  Services  Cmte.  on  a  similar 
authorization  bill  (S939).  Hearings  also 
are  being  held  by  Senate  and  House 
Appropriations  Subcommittees  on  bills 
appropriating  nearly  $78  billion  for 
the  Defense  Dept,  and  for  military 
construction. 


The  Friends  Committee  on  National 
Legislation  includes  Friends  appointed  by 
22  of  the  28  Friends  Yearly  Meetings  and 
10  Friends  organizations  in  the  United 
States.  Expressions  of  views  in  the  FCNL 
Washington  Newsletter  are  guided  by  the 
Statement  of  Policy  prepared  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Committee.  Seeking  to 
follow  the  leadings  of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL 
speaks  for  itself  and  for  like-minded 
Friends.  No  organization  can  speak  offi¬ 
cially  for  the  Religious  Society  of  Friends. 

FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER. 
Editor:  Paul  Brink.  Contributors:  Edward 
F.  Snyder,  Diane  Edwards  La  Voy,  Frances 
Neely,  William  Lunsford,  Helen  Bliss. 
245  Second  St.,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20002.  Subscription  $5.00  per  year  ($8.00 
air  mail  outside  U.S.).  Single  copies  254 
except  voting  record  and  appropriations 
issues  (304).  Published  monthly  except 
August-September,  when  it  is  combined. 
Second  class  postage  paid  at  Washington, 
D.C. 


FCM  Washw0oii  Newsletter  Service— 


•  Eleven  Newsletters  a  year 


•  Upon  requesl: 


•  Action  Bulletins — information  and  suggestions 
for  action  when  most  effective 


FCNL  testimony  before  Congressional  Committees 
Information  on  specific  issues 


Voting  Record  of  each  Congressman  on  key 
issues 

Analysis  of  money  voted  by  each  session  of 
Congress 


Special  mailings — Congressional  speeches  and  other 
background  information 

Register  Citizen  Opinion — names,  districts,  and  Com¬ 
mittee  assignments  of  Congressmen 

FCNL  Statement  of  Legislative  Policy 


Please  enter  my  subscription  for  one  year  to  the  FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER,  at  $5.00,  $8.00  abroad  (Air  Mail).  Address:  245 
Second  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.  C.  20002  ($7.00  to  residents  of  Illinois  and  Wisconsin,  who  also  receive  a  Newsletter  on  state  legislation. 
Address:  407  S.  Dearborn,  Chicago,  Illinois  60605).  Contributions  above  NEWSLETTER  subscription  price  support  the  legislative  and 
research  work  of  the  Committee. 


(Contributions  not  deductible  for  income  tax  purposes) 
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